rity 
the 


aBthE | | 


- 
& 


S 


a3 
af 2! 


a 





~The Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, SEPTEMBER 20, 1884. 

















CURRENT TOPICS. 





Mz. Reorsrrar Puen will, during the remainder of the Vacation, | 


be in attendance in the Chancery Division, on the usual days, in 
place of Mr. Registrar Cannrxeton. 





In ay arrictz in the Times, which summed up the results of 
the correspondence headed “The Administration of the Law,” 
the following strange suggestion occurs :-— 

“Tt would conduce to the success of any new arrangements that may be 
made if the courts would make some systematic attempt to discover the 
nature and amount of the work they have in hand before they begin to 
dispose of it. The present practice is to roo mee parties, counsel, solici- 
tors, and witnesses to spend hours and days in waiting for their cases to 
come on. No other business is carried on in this way; no other class of 
er servants enjoys the right, so freely exercised by the judges, of 
eeping the public waiting an indefinite time. Is it altogether unreason- 
able to suggest that careful er age Al might enable a jndge to fix an ap- 
proximately exact time for each case, and to take the case at the time 
appointed ? We believe that the waste of time and temper to which so 
many persons are now exposed is a perfectly needless waste, which might 
be, and ought to be, prevented.’’ 
Both in the Chancery arid Queen’s Bench Divisions actions are set 
down to be heard in the order in which the papers are carried in, 
and each case so becomes entitled to be heard in its turn. As a 
tule, judges refuse to break this order of precedence so as to 
expedite the hearing of a case, though it is no uncommon occur- 
rence for a day of hearing to be fixed for heavy cases whose turn 
to be heard has nearly arrived. The suggestion seems to be that 
the judges should, either at the commencement of each sittings, 
or from time to time during the sittings, fix the day for each of a 
series of cases. It would be an almost endless labour for judges, 
even with the aid of counsel, to go through a long list of cases, 
and by means of the papers before them, to estimate the time 
each one would take in being heard. It is moreover, practically 
impossible to ascertain with any degree of accuracy beforehand how 
long cases will take. Most of the judges in the Chancery Division 
endeavour to ascertain beforehand what time the cases in the next 
day’s paper will take; but with all their care and foresight, and 
their desire not to provide much more than a day’s work for the 
morrow, it often happens that one case unexpectedly lasts 
all day, or even several days; and, on the other hand, it 
occasionally happens that a day’s paper runs off in a 
shorter time than was previously estimated. To fix a time for 
the hearing of each of any important number of actions is, we un- 
hesitatingly affirm, simply impractieable. 





Awerrican purveyors of literature haye recently been annoyed 
te judgment which they say sets up a new kind of copyright. 
The English publisher of a set of juvenile books called the 
“Chatterbox” series has succeeded in a suit against a Boston firm 
who reproduced the series. The suit was, in fact, brought by the 
person in America to whom the English publisher had assigned 
the exclusive right to use the name of the “ Chatterbox” series in 
America, but the question upon which the case turned was whether 
the English publisher could prevent the use of the name in 
America. It was quite clear, of course, that anybody in America 
could reprint the matter of the series; the point was whether the 
Boston house did not represent their g to be those of the 


English publisher. The judge held, on the evidence, that, by 
calling their reprint ‘‘ the Chatterbox series,” they were holding 
out to the world that their work was his. The English pub- 
lisher “‘had the exclusive right to put his own work as his own 
ot the right to prevent the 


upon the market of the world. 


copying and putting the work upon the markets, but the 
right to be free from untrue ions that this other work 
was his when put upon the markets.” This principle is very 
familiar to English lawyers in cases with regard to trade-names ; 
and in this country, as in America, there is nothing to prevent 
an alien friend from asserting his right. It has been urged in 
America that the decision in question gives the English inventor of 
the ‘‘ Chatterbox” series what amounts to a copyright in the 
form of the books ; and that the case is an illustration of the in- 
justice to which the absence of international copyright leads. 
‘‘ The laws of the United States,” it is said, “ which patriotically 
foster the pillage of Tennyson, or Macaulay, or Dickens, can yet 
protect the inventor of a ‘Chatterbox’ series.” With the spirit 
of this remark English authors and publishers will doubtless 
agree. But the case does not really touch the question of copy- 
right. The evidence showed that the Boston publishers, by using 
the name ‘‘ Chatterbox,” were representing their wares as those 
of the English maker, and an American trader has no right to do 
that in the case of books any more than in that of other kinds of 
goods. An American may make and sell reprints of Murray’s 
handbooks, or imitations of Holloway’s pills, but he must not re- 
present that they are the articles made by Murray or Holloway. 
The ground upon which the principle is put is there is no 
right to deceive the public into a belief that the goods sold by one 
man are those of another. The principle is common to both 
American and English law. In the particular case of the ‘‘ Chatter- 
box” series the result is certainly something similar in effect to 
what would follow if a system of international copyright prevailed. 
Though any American may reprint the books, probably he would 
find no market for them except as the ‘Chatterbox ” series, and 
thus the series may incidentally be pues from reproduction 
in America except by the assignee of the English publisher. 





‘«W. B.”’ was appressep another letter to the Times dealing with 
the suggestions and objections contained in the mass of correspond- 
ence to which his former letter has given rise. He has little 
difficulty in finding objections to the suggestion that the county 
court should be made a superior local court in which every cause 
arising within its district should compulsorily be triable. The 
effect of this, he says, would be to unjustly interfere with the busi- 
ness for which the county courts were instituted, and to introduce 
in those courts the very evils now complained of in the High Court. 
Either the smaller causes must wait while the larger ones are being 
tried, or the larger causes must stand aside while the smaller ones 
are being determined. If the business at any place exceeded the 
estimate of time made by the judge, the more important causes must 
be postponed ; and so there would arise the same useless expense of 
attendance of counsel, solicitors, and witnesses which has been the 
main complaint against the assize . We are not sure that in 
urging this objection the learned writer has quite fully considered 
the comparatively small amount of time which many maga 4 
court judges at present devote to their judicial work. It 
may be urged, with some reason, that if their work and their 
salaries were increased they would, in many cases, be able 
to lengthen thatr aitcingn ‘aah so to arrange them as to allow a 
margin ef time at each place for unexpectedly heavy lists. 
Another objection raised by “‘ W. B.” to MP ag: yn con- 
stituting the county courts the universal tri! of first instance 
is, however, less capable of an answer. That the public desire to 
have the authority and knowledge of such judges as the present 
judges of the High Court to determine their more im t 
differences seems to be incontestable. The com ive failure of 
the concurrent limited equitable jurisdiction of the county courts— 
the ings in ope Se rene ee een eee 
only 613 in 1877 and 704 in 1881—shows this tolerably clearly ; 





as does also the fact that, notwithstanding the jurisdiction of these 
47 
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courts to try any common law action by consent of both parties, 
such a large number of these actions are brought in the High 
Court. But it is also incontestable that the profession cannot 
supply judges of the quality of those appointed to the High 
Court in sufficient numbers to organize local superior courts. 
Unless such judges could be found, the inevitable result of making 
the county courts the compulsory tribunals of first instance would 
be to multiply appeals indefinitely, and so increase the cost of 
litigation. 





Wirs reeanp to his extraordinary suggestion as to the costs of 
frivolous litigation, the only argument alleged by ‘‘ W. B.” in his 
second letter is that ‘‘no careful, honest solicitor of ordinary 
knowledge could be hurt ” by it. The answer to this is obvious. 
Granted that judges are always infallible, patient, and even- 
tempered, the proposed arbitrary jurisdiction to condemn a solici- 
tor unheard might work comparatively little injustice. But 
who will say that these requisites exist? The fact, admitted by 
‘<W. B.” himself, that the appeals at present brought are not 
frivolous, is sufficient proof that judges are not infallible, and 
unfortunate experience too often proves that thay are neither patient 
nor even-tempered. The suggestion is one that ought never to have 
been made, and the only excuse for it is that it must have been 
thrown out without much consideration. This seems the more 
probable, because a sentence in the writer’s subsequent letter 
seems to show that he is still oblivious of the existence of R. S. C., 
ord. 65, r. 11. 





Tr appears from a paragraph which has been going the round of 
the papers, that the Kingston justices always allow a woman to 
be sworn with her gloves on. The rule, as laid down in the books 
(see Roscoe’s Nisi Prius Evidence, p. 156; Best on Evidence, 7th 
ed., p. 163), is that the witness must take the New Testament in 
his or her dare right hand. Thus Mr. Brarrawarre, in the fourth 
edition of his excellent little manual on oaths, says, ‘‘ A Christian, 
in making oath, holds the book in his right hand, the hand being 
“uncovered.” It was stated, however, at Kingston that Lord Bram- 
WELL had held that it was not necessary for a woman to take off her 
glove before being sworn. We have not been able to discover any 
report of, or reference to, this decision, and we should be glad if any 
of our readers could give us the reference. The fair sex are un- 
doubtedly allowed the exceptional privilege of taking an oath 
without uncovering the head; possibly on the ground of the waste 
of public time which would result if the marvellous structures 
which cover their heads had to be displaced. The same reason 
would seem to apply, in a modified degree, in the case of the modern 
numerous-buttoned female glove. 





A CORRESPONDENT inquires, ‘‘ Where a client suffers loss through 
the oversight of one of the partners in a firm of solicitors who 
attends to the business, is such partner, as between himself and his 
co-partners, alone responsible for such loss, or should the partner- 
ship aseets bear the loss?” The rule is clearly settled that if a 
partner is guilty of a breach of duty to the firm, and loss results 
therefrom, such loss must fall on him alone (1 Lindley, 783). 
Thus, in Bury vy. Allen (1 Coll., at p. 604), Knicnr Bruce, V.C., 
said :—“ Tt is, I apprehend, plain that one of two partners may 
have a demand against the other for compensation, substantially 
in the nature of unliquidated damages. . . Suppose the case 
of an act of fraud, or culpable negligence, or wilful default, by a 

er during the partnership, to the damage of its property or 
interests, in breach of his duty to the partnership: whether at law 
compellable or not compellable, he is certainly, in equity, com- 
pellable to compensate or indemnify the partnership in this 
respect.” 








ping | to Kemp's Mercantile Gazette the number of failures in Eng- 
land and Wales during the week ending Saturday, September 
ing week of jast year was 
a decrease of 100, being a net decrease in 1884, to date, of 


13, was 58. The number in the co 


4,893. 








COVENANT TO PAY TAXES. 
I. 


Tose who have frequent occasion to peruse leases can hardly fail 
to observe the singular variations in the wording of the covenant 
to pay rates and taxes; the looseness with which it is sometimes 
expressed, and the mass of verbiage in which it is at other times 
involved. It would seem as if this covenant was sometimes con. 
sidered a matter of such small importance that any form of words, 
copied it may be from some antique precedent, would suffice. No 
one who is aware of the questions which have arisen, and are con- 
tinually arising, will hold this opinion. The expenses which an 
incautiously framed covenant may throw on the Tandlord of urban 
property are very serious, and even in the case of agricultural Jand, 
wOx enactments as the Cont, _{Amimals) Act, 1869 










ict. c. 70), by section 89 of which one-half of the rate 


(3 by 
payable for the purposes OE Wie Aak miee be deaisted bythe tenant 
from his rent, show the burdens to eh 4 lendlare mer become 
liablé in the absence of proper provision. Where attempts have 
been made to supply the deficiencies of the old words, they have 
usually taken the form of additions to a covenant already too 
lengthy. The occurrence in the reports of the present legal year 
of two or three cases on this subject: suggests the desirability of a 
more systematic and complete consideration than has been hitherto 
attempted of the rules which have been laid down as to the con- 
struction of covenants to pay rates and taxes, with a view, both of 
enabling our readers to advise upon points of frequent occurrence, 
and also of ascertaining the mille essential words which should be 
used when it is intended (as we imagine it is generally intended) 
that all rates and taxes which can be legally imposed on the tenant 
shall be borne by him. 

We propose, in the first instance, to consider the meaning and 
effect which the courts have given to words used in this covenant. 

Future Taxes.—It was laid down in Brewster v. Kitchell (1 Salk. 
198) that a covenant to pay a rent-charge “ without deduction of any 
taxes’ binds the covenantor to pay future taxes of the same nature 
as those existing at the time of the making of the covenant, but not 
taxes of a different nature subsequently imposed. There is a bette 





report of the case in 1 Lord Raymond, 317, from which it appears | 


that the question was whether, under a covenant entered into by 


indenture dated 1649, to pay a rent-charge ‘‘ without deduction of | 


any taxes,”’ the covenantor could deduct a tax of four shillings in 
the pound imposed by Act of Parliament of 4 & 5 Will. & M. The 
court held that he could make the deduction; for at the time the 
covenant was made ‘‘taxes of this nature had obtained in the 
kingdom ; for the manner of taking by monthly assessments began 
since the Civil Wars; for in 1642 men were taxed by monthly 
assessments, and there was the same clause in those Acts for the 
tenant to deduct as in these of this time. But if the covenant had 
been made in 1640, it had not extended to these taxes, because 
then this sort of taxes was not known in the kingdom, and, 
therefore, a man cannot be supposed to comprehend them in'a 
covenant, without the spirit of prophecy; .but this way being 
introduced, it is natural to suppose that the party made provision 
against them by this covenant’’ (1 Lord Raym., at p. 319; see also 
12 Mod., at p. 167). 

The principle thus introduced obviously needed some explana- 
tion. What were to be considered as new taxes of a different nature 
from those subsisting at the date of the covenant? The judges 
attempted a partial answer to this question. In the report of the case 
in Carthew (p. 439) Holt, C.J., is stated to have said that “ it would 
be hard to extend the word ‘taxes’ to such impositions as were not 
in use at the time of the grant; and if a tax had been given by the 
Parliament for rebuilding St. Paul’s Church, that would have been 
out of this covenant.” That is to say, a tax not granted to the 
Crown would be a tax of a nature different from.those existing at 
date of the covenant—a proposition which it hardly needed the 
authority of Holt, C.J., to establish. In another part of his judg- 
ment he explained that where a new tax was the same in nature 
and imposed upon the same things as a tax in existence at the 
making of the covenant, a mere formal difference in the mode of 
levying the new tax would not free the covenantor from his obliga- 
tion to pay it. For instance, in the case before the court it was 
urged that, although monthly assessments were in use at the time 
of the making of the covenant, a tax of so much in the pound was 
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not then in existence. But the court held that the tax was of the 
same nature as taxes in existence at the time the covenant was 
made. 

We have considered this case at some length, because, so far a3 
we can discover, it is the only authority for the doctrine that a coven- 
ant to pay all taxes will not extend to taxes of a different nature 
from those in existence at the time of the making of the covenant. 
It seems at first sight strange that there should not be any more 
recent cases, especially as it might have been somewhat plausibly 
contended on the part of tenants holding under leases made before 
the imposition of the cattle plague rate, that that impost was of a 
different nature from the rates and taxes previously chargeable. 
The explanation is probably to be found in the care with which 
covenants to pay taxes have been expressly made applicable to 
future taxes. 

The Rating Act, 1874, which abolished the exemption from 
rating of certain kinds of mines, and extended the Poor Rate Acts 
to all mines, provides (section 8), in the case of leases in existence 
at the time of the passing of the Act, that the lessee may deduct 
from his rent one-half of any poor or other local 
rate. imposed on him by the Act, “unless he _ has 
specifically contracted to pay such rate in the event of the 
abolition of the said exemption.” The question was soon raised 
whether a reservation in a lease of a mine made before the passing 
of theAct of rent ‘‘ clear of all rates and taxes” was a “ specific 
contract” within this provision. It was held in Devonshire v. 
Barrow Steel Company (25 W. BR. 60; on appeal, 1b., 469, 
L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 286) that it was not, and that in order to amount 
to such a contract “the contract of demise must contain some 
specific reference to the possible abolition of the exemption by 
Parliament.” In Chaloner v. Bolekow (26 W. R. 541, L. R. 3 
App. Cas. 938) the lease of a mine, made before the passing of the 
Rating Act, 1874, contained a covenant by the lessee to ‘‘ pay all 
manner of taxes, rates, &c., whatsoever, parliamentary or paro- 
chial, which are now, or which shall at any time or times hereafter 
during the continuance of this demise be taxed, rated, &c., upon 
the said demised mines.” Notwithstanding this express under- 
taking to pay future rates, it was held by the House of Lords that 
the covenant did not amount to a “ specific contract” within the 
statute, and that the lessee was entitled to deduct one-half of the 
rate from his rent. 

Covenant to pay Taxes.—A covenant by a tenant to pay all taxes 
will include the land tax (Amfield v. White, Ry- 00. 2 
ahd other p en ixes (Brewster v. Kitchell, 2 Salk. 616). 
Tt has been said to extend also to poor rates and the sewers rate 
(Brewster y. Kitchell, Carthew, at p. 439; 1 Lord Raym., at p. 
318). But a covenant by a landlord to pay all taxes on the land 
demised will not include the poor rate; that rate being a personal 
charge, and not a charge on the land (Theed v. Starkey, 8 Mod. 
$14). Tithe rent-charge, not being a tax within the ordi 
meaning of that word, is not included in a covenant to pay all 
taxes whatsoever for, or in respect of, the demised premises, except 
level tax, property tax, and land tax (Jeffrey v. Neale, 19 W. R. 
700, L. R. 6 C. p. 240). 

Covenant to pay Parliamentary Taxes.—A covenant by a tenant 
to pay all parliamentary taxes will extend to the land tax (Man- 
ning v. Lunn, 2 C. & K. 13, 14); including the rent-charge 
imposed, under 42 Geo. 3, c. 116, in lieu of land tax purchased b 
a prior lessee (Ohrist’s Hospital v. Harrild, 2M. & Gr. 707; in 
this case, however, the covenant contained the words “ parliamen- 
tary taxes avd assessments”). It will also include all other taxes 
directly imposed by Act of Parliament (see 14 M. & W. 431); 
but not the sewers rate (Palmer vy. Earith, 14 M. & W. 428), ora 
sounty rate (Jé., at p. 430), or an improvement rate made by 
commissioners under a local Act (Bedford Union v. Oommissioners 
of Bedford, 7 Ex. 777), or an assessment levied under an Act for 
repairing a bridge, to the repair of which the owners of land are 
liable ratione tenure (Baker v. Greenhill, 3 Q. B. 148); the 
reason for the last decision being that the Act did not impose any 
tax within the meaning of the covenant ; the charge being already 
created, and the Act merely supplying a more convenient mode for 
raising the necessary funds to meet it (3 Q. B., at p. 163). 











decrease of crime in West Somerset, the Taunton 
onday under an order of the Home Secretary. 


Owing to the 
Gaol was closed on 





LEGISLATION OF THE YEAR. 


HOURS OF POLLING. 


47 & 48 Vict. co, 34.—An AcT TO EXTEND THE Hours oF POLLING 
AT PARLIAMENTARY AND Mownicrpat Execrions rn CERTAIN 
Borovaeus. [28th July, 1884.] 


The history of the law relating to the duration of polls at paflia- 
mentary pa Hak is rather pe fa Before 25 Geo. 3, c. 84, there 
was no time fixed for their duration; by that statute, however, 
it was provided that no poll should continue open more than fifteen 
days. This period was cut down to nine days in by 9 Geo. 
4, c. 59; and, subsequently, both in counties and boroughs, to two 


| days by 2 Will. 4, c. 45. By 5 & 6 Will. 4-0, 98, 0. 5, Se paling 
hy : : a.m., 


roughs is to continue during one day only ; is to begin at 
and is not to be kept open later than 4 p.m. ; and, by 16 Vict. c. 15, 
the polling at county elections is to continue for one day only ; to 
commence at 8 a.m., and be kept open until 5 p.m. 

The hours of polling in municipal i are regulated by 45 & 
46 Vict. c. 50; section 58 of which provides that, in the election of 
councillors, ‘‘ the poll shall commence at nine o’clock in the fore- 
noon, and close at four o’clock in the afternoon of the same day ; but 
if one hour elapses during which no vote is tendered, and the return- 
ing officer has not received notice that any m has, within tha’ 
hour, been prevented from coming to the by any riot, violence, 
or other wful means, the returning way if he thinks fit, 
close the poll at any time before four o’clock.” Under section 62 (6) 
the same provisions are applicable to the election of elective auditors 
and revising assessors. 

The present Act applies only to parliamentary elections in boroughs 
with more than 3,000 electors, and to municipal elections in boroughs 
subject to the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, where the whole or 
part of the area of such borough is co-extensive with, or included in, 
the area of a parliamentary borough with more than 3,000 electors. 
In parliamentary or municipal elections in such boroughs the poll is 
to commence at eight o’clock in the forenoon, and ‘ hens open 
until eight o’clock in the afternoon of the same day, and no longer.” 
The effect in the case of each kind of election is to give an additional 


et of four hours. It will be remembered that, by 43 & 44 
ict. c. 9, the times referred to in the present Act are to be held to 
be Greenwich mean time. 

One important consideration appears to have been overlooked by 
the framers of the new Act. Both the poll clerks and the presidi 
officers havi to work four hours » will sevens 1 
for, and be in fairness entitled to, additi remuneration. But by 
the Parliamentary Elections (Corrupt and Practices) Act, 
1883, Schedule I., Part II., which the “ ” of 


a candidate, ‘‘ in addition to the expenses 
vided that the sums paid to pyle eerne one ody why yg 
be ‘‘ not exceeding the amount authori 


84,” The remuneration authorized by presiding 
officer in boroughs is £3 3s., and £1 1s. for each clerk properly 
employed as mentioned in the schedule. The candidates t make 


en, ake panama mieten for to do so would be to incur 

an illegal expense. 

BUILDING SOCIETIES. 

47 & 48 Vict. c. 41.—ANn AcT TO AMEND THE BUILDING SocreTrEs 
Acr, 1874. [7th August, 1884.] 
We drew attention to the decision in Municipal Permanent Invest- 

ment Building Society v. Kent (32 W. R. 681) as soon as it was 

reported. In that case a majority of the House of Lords held that 


Y | the provision of the Building Societies Act, 1874 (section 16), that 
established is Act shall 


‘*the rules of every ere under 

cha . » 9 Whether disputes Lae rw pe hana fo 
its members, or any person claiming or any member or 
under the rules, shall be settled ¥ reference to the court [i.¢., the 
county court], or to the regi of friendly societies], or to arbi- 
tration,” was not restricted to disputes between the society and a 
member in his capacity of member, but extended to disputes and 
claims between the society and members who were also mo 
of the society. The practical result of the decision was that, wih 
the rules of a building society, incorporated under the Act, provided 
for the reference of ‘‘ disputes” to arbitration, the society could not 
enforce their mo: securities otherwise than by sale or reference 
ae gees eo ae — — ey passed 
ecision, 8 ily in e present measure, and it was 

with eB a rapidity through Parliament. It 

“the word ‘ disputes’ in the Building Societies in 
the rules of any society thereunder, shall be deemed to refer only to 
disputes between the society and a member, or any 

lg may Mey aang ns ony pe ay oe iety, by the 
rules for the time t shall be otherwise expressly provided ; 


i 
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and, in the absence of such express provision, shall not apply to any 
dispute between any such society and any member thereof, or other 
m whatsoever, as to the construction or effect of any — 

eed, or any contract contained in any document other than the 
rules of the society, and shall not prevent any society, or any member 
thereof, or any person claiming through or under him, from obtain- 
ing in the ordinary course of law any remedy in t of any 
such mortgage or other contract to which he or the society would 
otherwise be by law entitled.”” The Act is not to apply to pending 
disputes referred or agreed to be referred to arbitration. The result 
is to bring the rule as to incorporated building societies into harmony 
with that laid down in Mulkern vy. Lord (27 W. R. 510, L. RB. 4 
App. Cas. 182) as to societies not incorporated under the Act of 1874. 








REVIEWS. 


PRACTICE OF THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


Tue PRAcTICE OF THE SUPREME CoURT OF JUDICATURE, ALPHA- 
BETIOALLY ARRANGED. Part II.—QUEEN’s BENoH DIVISION. 
By C. E. Matpzen and Artruur H. PoyssEr, Barristers-at-Law. 

orace Cox. 


The main complaint we have to make of this book is that the 
authors have failed to see the line of demarcation which separates 
practice from substantive law. In dealing, for instance, with the 
subject of bills of sale and acknowledgments of married women, 
they can, no doubt, plead the example of previous writers on - 
tice. But it is the duty of succeeding writers to expunge the faults 
of their predecessors. Procedure is the method of enforcing rights. 
It has no concern with the question whether an individual has a 
right or not. Procedure begins where substantive law leaves off. It 
assumes that an individual has a right, and marks out the method by 
which it is put in operation. The duties of the man who constructs 
a locomotive and the man who drives it are quite distinct. The mere 
fact that the law requires registration of a bill of sale, and an 
acknowledgment of a married woman to be made in a division of the 
High Court before such conveyances are valid, does not make these 
acts acts of procedure. Not only scientifically, but practically, it is a 
mistake for the authors to have dealt with these subjects. No prac- 
titioner could depend upon the meagre account given of them in this 
book. He would be compelled to look to other treatises. Under 
bills of sale the authors have omitted to mention Swift v. Pannell 
(L. R. 24 Ch. D, 210) (followed in Casson v. Churchley, 53 L. J. Q. B. 
335). Twenty-two pages have been devoted to evidence. This sub- 
ject, though theoretically a branch of procedure, can only be ade- 
quately treated in a separate work, and should have been omitted. 

The style of the book is clear, and most of the recent cases are 
referred to in it. The book is well printed, and the cases are 
cited without the inconvenience of having to turn to notes. The 
authors do not fritter away the reader’s time by speculations as to 
the future interpretations of the new rules. The division of the 
subject for an alphabetical division is fairly good. It would perha 
have been more convenient to have grouped the forms aibee the 
rules to which they refer. There is no index, except the table of 
titles, nor is any table of statutes given. The book will be found 
useful side by side with other books of practice. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


GAS SUPPLY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Will you or some of your readers kindly give me an opinion 
upon the following question ? 

A gaslight company, in the year 1871, obtained an Act of Parlia- 
ment empowering them to supply gas to part of a district which has 
since become the district of an urban sanitary authority, who, having 
erected a gasworks of their own, are now desirous of supplying the 
district themselves. There is nothing in the Act giving the com- 

y the exclusive right to supply the gas; power is merely given to 

up streets, lay down pipes, &c., which the urban authority have 

in the Public Health Act; and the urban authority contend that, if 
they choose to lay down pipes and supply the public lamps, and 
even private pape with gas, there is nothing to prevent them from 
doing so. e question is, How far does an Act of Parliament confer 
an exclusive right to supply gas where the Act does not contain any 
prohibition ? I contend that, having the right to do without an Act 
everything that the Act has empowered the company to do, the urban 
authority are quite at liberty to lay down the mains and supply gas 


to the public lamps, . see oT isk » eae rcometare nen: comprised 

in the com; s Act, think , to private persons. 

mn Sept. 16. ied ; Locat BoaRD CLERE, 
[Has our dent considered the provision of section 161 of 

the Public Health Act, 1875, which seems to make it clear that an 

urban authority are not to establish gasworks to compete with com- 





acting under statu powers ; and that the only of the 
Bis trict in which the urban authority can supply gas is fa 
included in the limits of supply by the company ?—Eb. 8. J. 





MORTGAGEE’S SOLICITOR’S COMMISSION FOR NEGO- 
TIATING LOANS. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—TI shall be obli if any of your numerous correspondents 
can inform me ae Bm mortgagee’s solicitor is entitled, under rule 
11, to charge commission for negotiating a loan where a commission 
is paid by the mortgagor to an auctioneer, or estate or other agent, 
and whether there is any case on the point. P. M. 


[We are not aware of any decision on the point, but if the mort- 
gagee’s solicitor has obtained the loan from his client, and has also 
“ arranged” the terms of the loan, there seems to be nothing in the 
rule to prevent him from claiming the negotiating fee. If, on the 
other hand, the mortgagor obtained the loan through the agent, and 
the solicitor was instructed by the mortgagee after the loan had been 

, the solicitor cannot claim the fee. The provision as to no 
commission being paid to an auctioneer, or estate or other agent, is 
confined to “the solicitor of a vendor or purchaser.” —Eb. 8. J.] 





—— 
ar 


THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 


April 29; May 1, 2,6, 20.—The Wandsworth District Local Board v. 
The Postmaster-General. 
Telegraphs—Overhead wires—Erection of, subject to conditions— 
Telegraph Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 76), ss. 3, 4, 5. 

The Postmaster-General applied under section 3 of the ——— 
Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c, 76), to the Wandsworth District 
Board for their consent to the placing of telegraphs and posts for 
fire alarm and police ses in, upon, along, and over streets and 
public roads in the Wandsworth district. ” 

The local board refused their consent, except upon the condition 
es the bine along or across any streets or roads should be laid 
underground. 

This difference between the Postmaster-General and the local board 





the said Act. The 1 board, being dissatisfied with the magis- 
trate’s decision, applied to the Railway Commissioners under the 
proviso contained in the said section 4, which is as follows :— 

‘* Provided always, that in case either the Postmaster-General or 
the body or person between whom the difference has arisen shall be 
dissatisfied with the award or decision of such magistrate, . . . 
the party so dissatisfied may, within twenty-one days after such 
award or decision, require, by a notice in writing given to the other 
party, that the difference shall be referred to the Railway Commis- 
sioners.”” 

The Commissioners, having heard evidence and viewed the said 
streets and roads, gave their consent to the erection of overhead 
wires, subject to the following conditions :— 

1. That all wires shall be of copper. 

2. That all poles shall be of iron. 

3. That no wire shall be placed over, along, or across any road or 
peng a less height than thirty feet above such road or footway. 

4, t where a wire crosses over any public road or street the 
distance between the points of support at either side of such road or 
street shall not in any case exceed 100 yards, 

This was an application to the Railway Commissioners under section 4 of 
the Telegraph Act, 1878. 

Philbrick, Q.C., and RB. O. B. Lane, appeared for the Wandsworth Local 


The ee necyr ne i the Solicitor-General, and S: W. Casserley, for the 


Postmaster-Gen 
The CommisstonEns, in giving judgment, said :—The Postmaster-General 
is called upon to erect telegraph in the Wandsworth district for fire 


brigade and police purposes. The circuits of the wires and the position of 
the different a pm are traced by the Metropolitan Board of Works, 
and so far as these circuits take a course where the Postmaster-General has 
already laid telegraph wires underground, he is prepared to lay the fire 
brigade and police wires slso underground, uti for this purpose 

existing underground pipes, but otherwise, in executing the requisition of 








* Reported by W. H. Maonamanra, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


was referred to a ie ome police magistrate under section 4 of ° 
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the Metropolitan Board of Works, 
the respective total lengths of und 


are attached ei er to poles or to tops of houses, run in man places 
or across streets or public roads, but before clucete-en tends 
spanned with wires, or have 

must have leave from the authorities controlling 

ing this leave, in the event of the road authorities refusing it, he may 
toa i or a county court judge to determine the difference, 
party, er, having the right, if not satisfied with the magistrate’s 

ision, to refer the difference to the Railway 
authorized to give the required consent either unconditionally or subject 
to such pecuniary or other terms, conditions, or wprietione as oucer 
think just. The road authority in the present case is the Board of Works 
for the Wandsworth district, and their consent, or a consent given on their 
behalf, has to be obtained before the Postmaster-General can construct 
the fire alarm circuits in the Wandsworth district. As toa consent by the 
board, that has been refused, a the condition that the wires 
along or across any streets or roads be laid be ny oa 
Pet dictiog. ee toad Boing to overhead wires in any under thei 
jurisdiction, on the und that wires, suspended on or houses, are 
le to break and and do . On this subject of the 

be ig yearn from overhead wires the Postmaster-General is at 
with the district board, and where the number of wires overhead is as 
limited as it will be in any part of these circuits, he considers the 

of the underground system a reason of the strongest 

to it. This difference between the Post Office and the Wandswo: 
District Board of Works, a difference within the ing of the 
Telegraph Act, 1878, it was referred last October, pursuant to that Act, to 
the police court at Wandsworth, and on the 14th of Fe , 1884, Mr, 
Paget, the police magistrate at that court, made his award, which was in 
substance an adverse decision for the district board, who bag dissatisfied 
with it took the requisite steps for bringing the difference before us under 
sections 4 and 5 of the Telegraph Act of 1878. 

The Wandsworth district includes, besides other parishes, the es 

of Wandsworth, Battersea, Clapham, and Tooting, which have a fire 
brigade station, and the proposal is to carry a from each station in a 
roundabout course back to the station, and by means of on eee at 
intervals to place the whole of the circuit so made in legraphic 
communication with its centre for alarms of fire, The wires, it may be 
observed in passing, that are used for fire alarms are of no use for trans- 
mitting post-office messages, but of course the poles or house-fixings, used 
for the attachments of such wires would serve dino tor general purposes at 
8 cost for the additional wires not much more than that of the ikes merely. 
The mileages of wire for the four circuits are 3 miles 410 (Wands- 
worth), 3 miles 1,264 yards (Battersea), 4 miles 679 yards (Clapham), and 
8 miles 640 yards (Tooting) ; but the length of ground traversed is less 
from there se more than one wire in some places. The mileage of wire 
for all the circuits, for which poles would be used as supports, exclusive of 
poles on lines of railway, is 8 miles 1,400 yards, and that for which houses 
would be used 5 miles 700 yards, the rest of the wire being, as to 2 miles 
70 yards, along railways, and as to 3 miles 823 yards in underground pipes. 
The rule of the Post Office is that where not more than five wires run along 
or across a street, they are placed overhead, that where they are as man 
as fifteen, they are placed un » and that as to intermediate 
numbers it depends on circumstances which of the two courses has the 
preference, In no part of these four circuits will there be more than five 
wires overhead, including existing ones, except for a short distance in the 
Battersea circuit, and the objections the Post Office makes to laying the 
new wires underground are first the expense, and secondly, as the 
overhouse part of the routes, supposing the wire to dip below at every 
street, the greater liability of the wire to fail, and i 


applying the tests for discovering faults, and of g the wire. e 


junctions of its overhead and pre ey ns be so many 
— ints in a telegraph line, and s ould the signals fail, the fact of the 


g alternate nf over and underground would add greatly to the 
trouble of localizing the fault, and of getting at the wire to repair it. In 
short, in the opinion of Mr. Graves, the engineer-in-chief of the Post 
Office telegraphs, if it was required that in every case where a street was 
crossed the wire should dip and under the street, it would be 
practicable to have overhouse 8s at 
longer be put up in the cheapest way and by the most direct route. Mr. 
Graves estimates the cost of an overhouse line at about one-third the cost 
of a line on poles, if the poles are of wood, or one-seventh if the poles are 
of iron, while underground work as compared with overhouse work would 
be at least thirty times more expensive. There are sections of each circuit 
where, as it seems to us, wires may be put overhead as safely as if the 
toads were quite in the country; and under these circumstances, and tak- 
ing the cost into consideration, we cannot agree with the district board 
that the underground system ought to be made com ugh 
their district. On the other hand, overhead wires t not, we think, to 
be put up except upon the conditions named in Mr. *s award—viz., 
Ist, that all wires shall be of co per ; 2nd, that all poles shall be of iron ; 
and 3rd, that no wire shall be placed over, along, or across any road or 
footway at a less height than 30 feet above such road or footway. To these 
conditions we propose to add a fourth—namely, that where a wire crosses 
over any public road or street, the distance between the points of support 
at either side of such road or street shall not in any case exceed 100 yards. 
me — do not ¢ course apply to Sone Parts of a sank which 

on priv: roperty, but are to the parts in which the district 
board has Juriadiction 


Solicitor for the Postmaster-Genéral, 2. Hunter. 
tors for the Wandsworth Local Board, Corsellis, Son, § Mossop. 


overhead, | 


and 
3} miles underground and 16} miles overhead, The overhead wires, which 


Y | now presented had not been raised before. 


COUNTY COURTS. 


HUDDERSFIELD BANKRUPTCY COURT. 
(Before Judge Swaccz.) 
June 27,.—Re Thomas, Ex parte The Star Inn Commercial and Build- 


Titi’ ase & proof had been made by the Star Inn. Society to rank as 
upon estate. The trustee rejected the claim, and this was 
“1, Lacogh of MemieeeeGl” ai the ella i ats iit 

cation, stated that this was a society, now oe ys 
members, for the purpose of raising a fund ding it o 

its members, and after v. (L. 


Benson 4 . 
cluded from that the society was not formed for of 
trade, and that it di not carry on business ; but he now vtihed inaiee 
seem 


af 


to § Vv. 
v. Thorley (50 L. T. N. 8, 43); Smith v. 
Jennings v. Hammond (L. R. 


=] 


F 
Sop 
eget 
Bus 

BOF ss 
wg 


srt 
z 
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a. 


& 
~ 
e_piT 


Morgan (4 M. & W. 280); 
Co, B. N. 8. aa He 

committee not by the 
case out of the case Shaw v. Benson, and brought it 


is; 
: 
f 
it 
fh 


Crowther v. Thorley. He also bea sel had been 

since Shaw v. Benson, and that debtor the 

and acted upon it. He referred to Cairncress v. (7 Jur. N.S. 149); 

 ierarper, tor tke etek ode Ten oe ely 3 Mont, & 4. 21.) 

Harper, for the trustee, contended that the statute at defeating all 

societies which existed and consisted of more than twenty members for the 
of on business, and which were not registered. In this 


; 
| 
i 
ii 


id or loans ted—the 
Lay a formed” for tho puaptes af eantphie eaieatia’ ak takes 
business and the formation must be regarded as at the same period of 


e 
Learoyd was not called u to . 
His Honour said that, ane pate 


E 
: 
F 
i 
E 


been _able to discover, the point 


in the formation of these societies, and the simple question was whether 
they were within the bition of th 
aimed at renderin societies which 
of carrying on » and which consist of more than twenty 


inception of 
The formation of th society, in his opinion Reread ne ception 
. : grew ; resolutions had 


af 
E 


- 


and not simply tnat into which the 

had been passed by a less number than yj for the formation 

of the society, fixing its name, its owe of ¥ resolutions had 

been approved of by this lesser num’ and the society was then 

pe gah be as be= Pen in his j the mere after 

of members whi rought the n 

question, and, machen one. Registration was 

not required. Therefore, as far as objection was concerned, it could 
The other questions 


sibility. 

he ed it in the t ofa which 
the responsibility of di ie ate cantina 
Shaw v. Benson, and all those other cases. 

granted with costs. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Freperick Apo.pxus Lancuam, solicitor, of Hastings, has been 
sppointed Clerk. to the Bexhill Local Board. Mr. Langham is clerk to 
€ county and the borough magistrates at Hastings. He was admitted a 


solicitor in 1857, 
Mr. Rozzrr Wantace has been ited Barrister for the 
County of Middlesex. Mr. Wallace peenanea to the at the Middle 


Temple in Trinity Te 
Circuit, and at the West 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Tuomas Pater and Atragp Joux Warren (Palmer & Winter), solici- 
tors, Swaftham, Novciie September 12. Sept 16. 


[ Gazette, 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


SUPREME COURT FUNDS RULES, OCTOBER, 1884. 
Orper as To Supreme Covrr Fses, Ocroner, 1884. 


I, the Right Honourable Roundell, Earl of Selborne, Lord High 

Chancellor of Great Britain, by and with the advice and consent of the 

igned judges of the ene Court, and with the concurrence of the 

missioners of her Majesty’s Treasury, do hereby, in pursuance 

and execution of the given by the Supreme Court of Judicature 

Act, 1875, and all other powers and authorities enabling me in this behalf, 
order and direct in manner following :— 

The fees hereunder written are fixed and appointed to be, and shall be, 
taken on brought on or after the 24th day of October, 1884, from 
inferior courts, notwithstanding anything in the order as to Supreme 
Court Fees, 1884, contained. 


ny oe ey + 
filing 010 0 
On hearing . : - 100 
On drawing up judgment. 010 0 
The 2ist day of August, 1884. 


Seizorng, O. 
CorzripeE, C.J. 

W. B. Brerr, M.R. 
C. E. Potzocx, B. 





Supreme Court Funps Rvures, Ocrozer, 1884. 


ight Honourable Roundell, Earl of Selborne, Lord High Chan- 
Great Theat dee oe of the Lords Commissioners 
a: "s , do hereby, in pursuance of the powers con- 
aT Court of Chancery Saks tak 1872,”’ “The Supreme 
Judicature Act, 1875,”’ ‘‘The Supreme Court of Judicature 
&c.) Act, 1883,” and of every other power enabling me in that 
make the following rule, which shall from and after the twenty- 
y of October, 1884, take effect in substitution for rule 44 (c.) 
eme Court Funds Rules, 1884 :— 
the money has been lodged to a security for costs account 
30 (c.) and 32 (c.) of these rules, a direction for payment shall 
Paymaster upon receipt of a certificate of a taxing officer, 
clerk (as the case may be) as to the person who is entitled 

im out to — money so ob ae a 
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Szizorne, C. 
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Hersert 
Commission 
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LADSTONE, 
of her Majesty’s Treasury. 


do 








LEGAL NEWS. 


applications have been sent in to the Lord Chancellor 
by several well-known members of the bar for the honour of being ap- 


e 
s 
! 
Fs 


ening last announces the death on that day of 
r , solicitor, of Hitchin, brother of Mr. Justice 
Hawkins, the head of a firm of solicitors well-known throughout the home 
counties. Mr. Hawkins was admitted in 1844. 


Registration Court Mr. Algernon Bathurst, on 
Monday, referred to the Reform Bill, which, he said, would engage the 
attention of Parliament at the ensuing sitti Why, in the face of that 
was y could it not simply be 
? they would always be entitled to a dwel- 
“house franchise. On the other hand, they all a oe 
inconvenience. In t state of the law 

lodger franchise. It 
people in. There was not a single 
on the as a lodger whom he would not have to admit asa 


e 
ef 
E 
Cy 
E 
e 
8 
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a lot of expense and trouble. 
The Montreal Legal News ree a case of Cooke y. Penfold, in which the 
—* plaintiffs brought the present action for 


f 
i 


pleaded a general denial court, ad- 
mitted the advice, that it was given in answer to questions asked by him, 
and he did not dispute the charge for the services rendered, but rested his 
defence on the contention that the consultation in question having taken 
place in the course of a casual conversation on of @ railroad car on 
Sane ape one of a sical wave was no right of 
action. It was elicited Se reaean war Be tine acini 
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under the circumstances, as the defendant had not expected to be 

the plaintiff should waive costs, -which was done, and judgment was 
rendered for the amount of the action accordingly. Judgment for plain. 
tiffs.’ 


** A Lancashire Solicitor’”’ writes to the Times to draw attention to the 
present condition of many building societies. He says that ‘“‘at the pre- 
sent moment building societies have a great deal of property, on which 
they have made liberal advances, thrown on their hands. They dare not 
put it on a market as ped core ge be er & can do is od < on 
nursing the property, eep the depositors at bay or concil em, 
hoping for that good time coming when we hope that the property 
market will improve. What I see, however, is that when an improvement 
comes the market will be flooded with building club a ora and so the 
really good times must be deferred until the market is cleared of a deal of 
rubbish. Many of my legal friends who had building club connexions had 
a fine time of it during the heyday. Some of them even were induced to 
give a large premium for the solicitorship of such societies. Those men 
have ‘ caught it’ badly, I fear. There is a = deal being written just 
now about the amendment of the law, but I have not seen a line on this 
subject. Building societies have been allowed to outgrow their proper 
dimensions, and limits or safeguards should be placed on them that some 
better be given to depositors, who are generally composed of the 
humbler class. Why not have a special commission on the subject ?”’ 


‘““W. B.,’? writing to the Times, gives the following account of the 
arrangements under the new assize system for the trial of causes at 
Liverpool and Manchester :—‘‘ There will be an assize at each place in 
October and November, at which every cause in either division of the 
High Court marked by the parties for trial at Liverpool or Manchester 
must be tried, whether it be a cause in the Queen’s Bench Division or a 
cause in the Chancery Division to be tried with or without witnesses. 
There will be an assize in ee in January or February, at which 
every cause before described be tried, unless it appears before the 
assizes in the registry that there will be at either place more than ten 
chancery witness causes to be tried, in which case all the chancery witness 
causes will be kept out of the ordinary assize list, and be in a list 
to be tried at a special assize in May or June, to be held before a judge of 
.the High Court, either of the Queen’s Bench or Chancery Division. 
There will be an assize at each place in March or he ag subject to the 
same conditions as the assize of October and November. There will be 
an assize at each place in July and August, the same as in January and 
February, with a special assize, if necessary, in December.”’ 

An American journal says that, on a witness alleging as the ground for 
his statement that the defendant was drunk that “ he attempted to wind 
up the door-knob with his watch-key,’’ the defendant’s attorney remarked, 
‘*Your honour, the witness is unable to distinguish between absent- 
mindedness and drunkenness. Such evidence as this is preposterous, and, 
if entertained, would convict all of us. Why, even the court would not 
escape. Your honour knows that the court last night bit the endef a 
cucumber pickle, stuck it in his month, scratched a toothpick on his pants, 

and tried to light the cucumber for a ci Of course, your honour was 


thinking of a case———.””_ “‘ Yes,” the court, ‘‘ I was of a 
case—a case of beer. I was absent-minded. The pane is discharged” 








COMPANIES. 
WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jorst Stock Companrzs. 

Provipenr INDUSTRIAL SocrETy, LRGTED.— fon for winding up, presented 
Sept 11, directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on Sept 24. and Co, 
Great Winchester st, solicitors, petitioning creditors : 42) 

CHESHIRE BanxrsG Company, LruiTep.—Petition for winding up, presented S« 
16, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Oct 25. Pri and Co, Li 
Teinity lene, agente for Boots ant’ Bdgar, , solicitors for the 


peti: 
PACKHAM AND COMPANY, Loreep.< Chitty, J., has by an order, dated Ang ® ; 


Howard Forester Knigh’ 


‘onshire chbre, Bishopsgate st 
Out, to be official liquidator Pree 


[ Gasctte, Sept. 16.) 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
Agetweon, WILLIAM, by, near Carlisle, Yeoman. Nov 1. Dobinson and 


Bzavay, © St George’s rd, Pimlico, Retired Examiner in Chancery. Oct 
il. Beavan, St Geonge's rd, Puilico : ° x 
Birrms, fizwny, enzance, Cornwall, Esq. Nov 6. Trythall and Bodilly, 


SL Christchurch, near Newport, Monmouth, Esq. Nov 1. 


and 
Brispane, CHARLOTTE MaRiA, Plymouth. Oct 10. Bulteel and Rowe, Plymouth 
gene, Sn Liverpool. Bg) eaty and Co. Liverpool % 

CONSTANTINE, Tuomas, ‘Newton le ‘Willows, York, oson. Sept 21. Groves, 


Guoemury “Erowys, Belehion Patmoueg, Ost, Nye, Brion 6 ye 
pie bums prusmn, Aderay oh, adn Oct 20. Stephens and Son, 
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Sista, Agraion Par, Sclter oy Pam oa, Cobinct Farner. Oct 28. Hunt | “Sarine Light Intantry. Grecuwich. et Sept. Ord Bopt 10. Exam Sept 


Howe, W. , Ashton upon Mersey, Chester, Gent. Nov2. Farrar and Hall, 
Husband, Mary Ann, Long Ashton, Somerset. Oct3i. O’Donoghuecand Anson, 


Bi 
(CHARD, Woolwich, Gent. Oct 11. we, Woolwich 
Z RICHAR aa ham, Tail a: Oct 23. and Eking, Nottingham 


ITLLIAM, Cc Hastings 
MOCRACKEN EN, boys 4 De Cuzz, > ae rd, Blackheath, Merchant. Nov 1. Potter 
King ea) 
aan nom ngatse Mose, Kensington garden ter, Hyde park, Esq. Nov 1. Tamplin 
= sis, MARY, Moorhouse, Milnrow, nr Rochdale, Lancaster. Oct11. Milnes, 
Moorhouse 
ASMYTH, CHARLOTTE, Charlwood 1d, Putney. Oct 3i. Nicol and Co, Lime st 
th MarGanet, South Shields. rita ‘Gooper and Sons, ester 
NoRDEN, i Queen’s Elm, Brompton. Oct 8. Campbell and Co, Warwick 
st, Regent 
KEE. Se gies Ch Chopnret Bale Oct 12. eck Maeee 
Pam, t Hon Lord W 7 BERNARD, Brentw Wort. Few 
and Uv, 


paper 
PRENTICE, array CAREY, waseeas, Stowmarket, shy Merchant. Novi. 
Tamplin and Co, Fenchurch st 
RICHARDSON, JOHN, Selby, York, Wine Merchant. Oct 18. Weddall and Co, Selby 
REEL, Fanny, Delamere cresct. Nov 8. Levirton, Devonshire sq, Bishops- 
gate 

RORERTEON, GrorGE Rockurit, Sprouston, Norfolk, Miller. Oct 20. Culley, 
ener, Se Henry PETER, Montagu rd, Dalston, Gent. Novi. Layton and Co, 
WALTO: ~ he eery Newman st, Oxford st, Looking Glass Manufacturer. Oct 8. 


EBB, — "Leloester. Oct 24. Harris, Leicester 
¥ . Suffolk. Octé6. Lawton and Co, 


WIGHTMAN, 5S. e, Suffolk 
ss emer J01 JOHN, Fenchurch st, Merchant. Nov 1. Tamp and Co, Fen- 
church st 
{ Gazette, Sept 12.1 








Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons announce that in conformity with the 
Royal Hungarian Law of 1881, subscription lists will be opened for the 
i of £12,473,960 Hungarian. 4 per cent. Gold Rentes, completing the 
amount authorized, for the sole purpose of redeeming all the ungarian 6. 
per cent. Gold Rentes now in circulation. Subscriptions may be made 
either in cash or in bonds of the 6 per cent. Gold Rentes at present in 
circulation. Subscribers in bonds will receive a preferential allotment. 
Subscription lists will be open in London on the 22nd, 23rd, and 24th 
instant. The 6 per cent. bonds presented for conversion must be furnished 
with the talon and the coupons of and from the Ist of January, 1885, and 
the 4 per cent. bonds given in exchange will bear the January, 1885, 
coupon. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 
Sept. 24.—Mr. H. J. E, BRaxk&, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estate, Farms, 
Building Land, — one Quarry, I Hotel, &c. ( oso adverilauntas, ye p. 4). 
— Messrs. & Co., at the ati p.m., 


Guam, 
shold Estate tan conabventibeeniah, Sept. 6, p. 4). 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
Frinay, Sept. 2, 1884, 
RECEIVING 


Seep ser, Jacob, Edgware rd, Fruiterer. h Court. Pet Sept 9. Ord it 

9, Exam Oct 22 at 11 at 34 5 ruiterer. High ow 

Besnets, pas | ol st, Camden Town, Pawnbroker. High Court. Pet Aug 
Ord Se Exam Oct 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln's inn fiel 

Block, Altred Baws Samuel, Weston st, Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 

Pet Sept 8. Ord Sept 8. Exam Oct 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s fields 

Liskeard, Cornwall, Tanner. East Stonehouse. Pet Sept 10. Ord 





Bond, a. 
Sept 10, Exam Sept 26 at 12 
William W. “y" N Taste on Tyne, Retail Grocer. Newcastle on Tyne. 
Pet Sept 8. Ord Sept 8. Exam Sept 18 
Clegg, othy, Hulme, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Salford. Pet Aug 26. Ord 


Sept 10. t 24 
, John Doddin, , Engineer. High Court. 
aftsen Hos, Ord Sept 9. xan Os Weak that te Lint eae telat 


a: eam Goth orkshire, Cattle Dealer. Scarborough. Pet Sept 8. 
Exam zt at 18 

YO Ord Bane 10, cana Oot a at — meren.. 7 
Hirst, Robert, Leeds, Builde r. toa Pet Sept 8. ooteaie Exam Sept 23 


ll 
Jones, Edwin Meh pray agg Gloucestershire, Painter and Glazier. Gl bh 
Pet Sept 8 ‘Ord exam Oct 21 CTE, 
Wingate 2 rd, Shepherd's — 
Exam 


Coal_Merchant. High | Pisa 
. Oct 24 V'at 84, Linooln’s inn 
».C.. New Bond st, Jewe er. "Htigh Court Pon 8. Ord Sept’. Exam 


ay 





inn fields 
Merry, Gt Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fields, Licensed Victualler. 
Court. P t10, Ord Sept 10. Face 3 oS 11 ah 6, Lénnoln's ten & 
Pinner, Charles, =" eens Shopkeeper. Birmingham. Pot Bont 
Plan Thomas, Cheadle Staffordshire, I Stoke upon Trent and Long- 
a Joon nk Rept 8 Haas boa at ll. H — 
Prsston, Yo ohn Ori Sept Osten Sept 10. Ord Sept 10. Exam Oct 
secon 8 
mal dat Saran Themen, arg gre Pemter ont 
Reddrop, Trowbridge, W: te, Gentleman. . Pet Aug 2, 


Ord Sept é 25 
Sanderson, Semen, cashire, Tallow Refiner. Blackburn. 
Pet Sept’ Sept 10. tinea 





Tar , Faben, Hcesington, Léneotnshice, Hepaant. Lincoln. Pet Sept 8. Ord 
aM ia yw Merchant. Coventry. Pet Sept 10. 
Ord Sept 10, Exam G at at Count Builder. Winchester. Pet 
we 25. g,, Ord Sept 10. a oarat 
eat Ree nat Exam Sept 30 at 11 si as 

Lancashire, Tobacconist. Blackburn. 
Pasctige, Exam 80 at 11 ied 
, Exeter, Corn and Flour Factor. Exeter. Pet Sept 
BA oobi 9. Exam lati 
Finst MEETINGS. 

Andevas, Arties, Seeing, RaSaee, SHEE eNs CaaS See Sept 25 at 

Pallard, Samuel de mal ames, Thatcham, Berkshire, Coach Builder. Sept 17 at 12.30. 
em 

parca? Chasis George CO, Raker. Sept 2 at. Offcal Receiver, , Bath 

nim On sh  Rectetelio vd, Kensington, Cllnn Deliee, Cage a5 2. 

's 
Holloway rd, Upholsterer. Sept 22 ati. 38, Carey st, Lincoln's 

Billing, Ann, St Neots, Hun’ , Milliner. Sept 19at 11. Official Re- 
ceiver, 8. St Paul's sq 

Bre Wright. Newcastle on Retail Grocer. Sept 22 at 11. 

Sept 23 at 12. 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s 


Westgate rd, Newcastle on 
ss gas at Receiver, Weta #u, News 
Fleet, Edward, Bishopsgate st Without, Hatter. Sept 26 at 11. 33, Carey st, 


Lincoln’s inn 

Gibson, Tom. Yorkshire, Cattle Dealer. Sept 22 at 12. Official Re- 
Greville, Charles Edward, jee . Sept 20 at 11. Official Receiver, 
84, Barton st, Gi 


, Thomas Frederick, Cornwall mansions, South Kensington, Gent. Sept 

nia it 3, Os Oey SS in en 

Hips, Bo bert, Leeds, Builder. Sept 22 at 11. Official Receiver, 22, Park row, 
Hufehinson, J omen, Oe Goldhawk rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Builder. Sept 23 at 12. 33, 


Jones, Edwin, Woodchester, Gloucestershire, Painter and Glazier. Sept 20 at 12. 
Official Receiver, 84, Barton 
King. Chorch, Hicherd Joke, dsleigh gdns, St Pancras, Gent. Sept 23 at 11. 
Carey s' coln’ 
Altred, Phillimore ter. Kensington, Gun Manufacturer. yeeercid 


Lancas 
su, ena Wey Chea 
A w ‘ 
Ss Lewy, ~ ( sUheapelde, “Managing Director of Maughan 
Licensed Victualler. canis aie Official 
Peckham, Wine Merchant. Sept 
Po Rvieeed eh =a 
~ rough, Gem Ch ae Sept 22at12. Bank- 
vat te Beguits pk rt, Commision Agent. Sept 
ohn Joseph, and George Sale, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Watch 
Official Receiver, 
siestry Cod Merthan hep Mt 2” Of Receiver, 


‘age, William , Exeter, Corn Factor. Sept 23.at 11. The Castle of 
at Exeter 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Brewis, William Wyieht, Newcastle upen Tyas, Gueee. Newcastle upon Tyne. 
Pet Sept 8. Ord 
Brown, Thomas Hu 


Aug 23. Brotevick Richard, oa 
ois, "Ord Sept Setientieal tein halle Sick Cum. Pet Aug 
Ont Samuel Dacre, Fleet st, Newspaper Eaitor. High Court. Pet July 21. 
Gilamorganshire, 
Crook, Robert, and Robert Crook, mis Ortbene ee 
Croot, William Gestoott, Shakion Devonshire: Exeter. Pet Aug 36. 
Ragheie. Vette Willem. Mosk lene, Bear Foster, High Court. Pet Ang 26. 
Groves, , and Thomas Fenwick, Swansea, Steamship Brokers. Swansea. 
Pet May 28. Ord Sept 6 
Hague, e., omas, Nottingham, Hosiery Maker. Nottingham. Pet Jaly?. Ord 
Hartison, Edward, and George Ross, Dunkirk, Lenton, Nottingham, Joiners, 


Pet June 28. is a a | Ond Sept 
seg tee Lt Brighton. Pet 


aes bourne, nr Midh 


Howard, F., Fem ye Grocer. sg oh Pet July 16. Ord Sept 5 


Sept 8 Pet Aug 2. Ond 

Bawin, Rk ~~ y as Gloucestershire, Painter and Glazier. Gloucester. 

Levy, Ahsan, Wh tent 8 sion Pet Aug 19. 

oa Bent io and_ Thomas Yorkshire, Painters. 
OEeine on fess ant Mibdicbereean, conn 2 gto 

soln, Chagperten ac, Senge vee Court. Pet July 298. Ord 


Thomas, Cheadle, Staffordshire, Innkeeper. Stoke on Trent and Longton. 
adtora, Wi Ritts, Bitningham, Coel Merchant. Birmingham, weer 
SSE men Or High Court. Pet July 11. 
eiclstptwnt,Dorahan Math, Neral, Gro King’s Lynn. aaa 
Smith, Henry, Walsall, Staffordshire, Ironfounder, Walsall, Pet Aug 22. Ord 
stone, Frederick John, Long Baton, Derbyshire, Builder Derby, Pet Ang 3% 
urmer, Jabes, Horsington, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Lincoln. Pet Sept & Ord 

Alfred Henry, Exeter, Architect, Exeter, Pet Aug 15. Ord Septs 


Davies, Topas, Tuvan, Elana, Carmaehenanine, Clerk tn Hoty Ordre 











Sept. 20, 3 884. 
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TUESDAY, Sept. 16, 1884, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bamford, Robert, Ikeston, Derbyshire, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Bates, TOES Warwickshire, J 
on, c) ourneyman W: 

$13. Ord Sept 13, Exam Oct 6 at 2.30 at fsa hall, Coventry 
Newport, Isle of Wight, Boot Maker. Newport and Ryde. 

Sept 12. Gra Sep +12. Exam Oct 8 at 10 at Townhall, Newport 
— SP a a Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Sept 11. 

12, xam 

Bratt, ni aa on Ferry, Cheshire, Builder. Birkenhead. Petii. Ord Sept 


Burnley, Charies, L Leeds, Tanner. Leeds. Pet Sept 13. Ord Sept 13. Exam 


it 23 at 
Chander, William Arthur, Birmingham, Wholesale Jeweller. Birmingham. 
Ord Sept 13. 


et Sey 612. Ord Sept 12. Exam Oct 10 

; George, 1 Durham, Nurseryman. Durham. Pet Sept 13. 

a 

l, Rose, Aldershot, Hants, Brick Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Aug 
11. Ord Sept 11 1, Exam Oct ct 22 at 11 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Coreen. ] E. P. Rope: mon Thames, Gent. Kingston (Surrey). Pet June 
Ord ee 10. —_— ct 17 at 3 

omas, South Shields, Comtenntor for Painting Iron Vessels. New- 
PS oo Pet Sept 12. pts Sept hs Wane Sept 25 

Pomeroy, Alfred gton, Retired Commander in Her 
8 Royal Navy. High Court. Pat Aug 27. Ord Sept 10. Exam Oct 24 
% Lincoln’s inn fields 

, Chigwell, Essex, Baker. Chelmsford. Pet Septi. Ord Sept 


6 
Soret James, Herttaghiotpary, Hertfordshire, Innkeeper. Hertford. Pet 


ei | Sept 11 
ing ns and William Joseph Hartnoll, London st, Fenchurch 
st, pon cee High Court. Pet Aug 19. Ord Sept it, Exam Oct 31 at 11 at 
34, Lincoln’s inn fiel 
a praington, , Warwickshire, Farmer. Birmingham, PetSept 
m Oct 
Hight, sess Sheard, | Hepworth, and George Oates, Thornhill, 
oollen Manufacturers. Dewsbury. Pet Sept 13, Ord Sept 13. 


Derby. Pet Sept 





ue 


ee 


& 
8. 


il 


es 





ee 
Homew es Gharles — oe Tobacconist. Brighton, Pet Aug 25. 
Kin, 3 t12. Exam Oct 2at 


gimme iFormotieer. Wakefield. Pet Sept 13. Ord Sept 13. 
Parish, Charles by ~ + nmin Butcher. Wolverhampton. Pet Sept 11. Ord 
. Exam 
Ro Bognor, Sussex, Gent. Brighton. Pet Aug 28. Ord Sept 12. 
> ity lenges 
bg tg a B —, Yorks ,Joiner. B ord. PetSept10. Ord 
Sept 10. Exam Oct 10 at 
Walsall alsall, Drysalte r. Walsall. PetSept12. OrdSept12, Exam 
orace, Bristol, Now i Bristol. Pet Septi2. Ord Septi2. Exam Oct 
wgne 22 a Gc 4. Augustus De Bristol a Coy, ingh: Rutlandshire, 8 Leiceste 
a: - utlan e, Surgeon, cester. 
Wricht Fre Hewes th mn Bet at Dra Viihe nee % 10. Ord 
1 ewcastle under e, r. tS) ‘et Sept 1 
Sept10. Exam Oct 10 at 11.30 at Townhall, Hanle " m 
The following amended notice is substituted for > that published in the London 
Gazette of the 12th of September, 1884. 


Randall, Thomas Jobe, Littleton, Strangways, Guildford, Surrey, Plumber and 
Glazier. Guildford. Pet Sept 9. Ord Sept9. Exam Oct 30 s 


First MEETINGS. 
William Brady, Liverpool, Butcher. Sept 26 at 12. Official Receiver, 
Lisbon » Victoria st, Liverpool 
Bamford, Ro Iikeston, Derbyshire, Beerhouse Keeper, Sept 23 at 12. Official 
Receiver, St James’s chbra, Der’ 
Re: Seties, Hewport, LwW., ootmaker. Sept 25 at 2. Red Lion Hotel, 


phew Demayiedte, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Oct 2 at 11. Official 
ety 48, High st, Boston 


1, Weston st, Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler, Sept 29 at 1. 
83, ee yo 8 inn 


Bond, William, Liskoard, Cornwall, Tanner. Sept 26 at 10,30. Official Receiver, 
18, st, Plymouth 
Ones, Timothy, ‘5 _ammmeare Boot Dealer. Sept 24 at 3. Court House, En- 


Davison, Thomas, South Shields, Daten, Contractor. Bent 25 at 12.30. Official 
County chbrs, Westgate Newcastle on 
Goggin, Be Tien Mary , Brighton, Dealer 2 Toys. Sept 24 at 2 2. Chamber of Com- 


145, Cheapeid 
oi Se Sek ec 
Roberts, solici 75, Chancery 
= y Enninett st, Poplar, , Keeper. Sept 26 at 1. 83, Carey 
Hemus, Alexander, indington, Warwickshire, Farmer. Sept 26 at3. Official 
Homewood, Charles Ba ey Brighton, Tobacconist. Sept 26 at 2. Chamber of 
Petes ne ealrerhampton, Butcher. Sept 25at12. Official Receiver, St 


tch Finisher. Coven- 





er, Charles, Lapworth, Warwickshire, Shopkeeper. Sept 25 at 3. Officia, 


> er, Birmi 
Plant, Thomas, Cheadle, Stameraaiire, Innkeeper. Sept 30 at 10. Official Re. 
Sept 26 at .12, 


ceiver, Nelson Newcastle under Lyme 
Porter, Somes "townie, ae ig ye st, Y, —-apsang Victualler. 
Reddrop ul. ~ --% oe Tevairides Wiltebire, Gent. Sept 24 at 3.30. George 
0 wb 
Rust, Robert, sar ll Sussex, Gent. Sept 26 at 2.30. 160, North st, Brighton 
Searle, William Ramsay, Depttord, Kent. Retired Colonel Royal Marine Light 
Infantry. Sept 24 at oe. Receiver. 109, Victoria st, Westminster 
Symes, ares. ng pe st, epee rd, Provision Dealer. Sept 26 at 1. Bank. 
, Portugal st, Linco’ 
Thee Bet fain, B Bradford, Yorkshire, Joiner. Sept23at1i1. Official Receiver, 
Ivegate chbrs, Bradford 
— snes, ag 7 a Lincolnshire, Farmer. Oct 6 at 1. County Court 
ouse, Horncastle, Lincolnshire 
Tee, Jomey/ Hayhead, nr Walsall, Drysalter. Sept 26 at 5. Official Receiver, 
ri st, alsall 
Virgo, Hotace , Bristol, Baker. Sept 26 at 12. Official Receiver, Bank chbrs, 
Wisvins, George Spal ah st, , Spitalfields, Boxmaker, Sept 26 at 11. Bankruptcy 
, Po} coln’s inn 
i E ant Charles, North oe, Hampshire, Builder. Sept 24 at 12, 
Red 1 Lion Hotel, Basingstoke, Hants 
Wat Maspeth,  Acorington, , Lancashire, Milliner. Sept 23 at 3.30. Commer. 
lackburn rd, Accrington 
Wood, Tea’ Radcliffe. Accrington, sensemnine, Tobacconist. Sept 23 at3. Come. 
mercial Hotel, Blackburn rd, Accrin 
Wright, Frederick. Newcastle under am Draper. Sept 28at2. Official Re. 
ceiver, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
cy Chasien, Newport, I.W., Bootmaker. Newport and Ryde. Pet Sept 12. 
r 
ag mt Fg Marah, New Bolingbroke, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Boston. Pet Sept 11, 


Bond, William, Liskeard, Cornwall, Tanner. East Stonehouse. Pet Sept 10, 


Ord Sep 
ree Chatles Brentford, Confectioner. Brentford. Pet Aug 27. Ord Sept 12 
= ex Edward George, New Bond st, out of business. High Court, Pet July 


Fawthrop, J = , re nr Halifax, Surgeon. Halifax. Pet Aug 22, Ord 
Fox, Jan James Armitage, Rastrick, Yorkshire, Timber Merchant. Halifax. Pet 
Hiarfng, Ji james, Bishopseate st Within, Land Agent. High Court. Pet July 24, 
not etd Hunter, Clapham, Yorkshire, Surgeon, Bradford. Pet Aug 22, 
Morte Thomas Govier, St Thomas the Apostle, Devonshire, Wine Merchant, 
Piet Cherie, Depworth, % Warwickshire, Shopkeeper. Birmingham. Pet Sept 
Rasteick, M “Mary Ann, South Socktam. Ne rer Innkeeper, Stockton on Tees 
and Middl rough. Pet Aug 22. Ord Se 
nae. John Atkinson, Sunderland, Tendbenter. Sunderland. Pet Aug 16, 
simnith, _ Old st, St Luke’s, Boot Manufacturer, High Court. Pet Aug 
ee ee Live 1, Coal Proprietor. ool. Pet Aug6. Ord Sept 13 
Teevan, Chatles, Shermanbury, Suneex, wet” righton. Ord made under sec 
Thompson, Glee, , Morden, Durham, Bootmaker. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 


A Ord Se 
vires, H Horace, B: 1, Baker. Bristol. Pet Sept 12. Ord S 


e 
Whaley, Charles, Liverpool, Coal Merchant. Liverpool. Bet Aug 14, Ord 


t 13 
Wout," Tom Radcliffe, Accrington, Lancashire, Tobacconist. Blackburn. Pet 
Sept 9. Ord Sept 13 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 
Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


EDE AND SON, 


MEMORY & SUCCESS. 


HAT contributes greatly to sey get t 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality ROBE Soe MAKERS, A. good memory. 
with the excess of fat extracted. HAT always causes failure in aa ir 

ounce it “ the most nutriti memneys 

teatty le beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or ae Ses Sees HAT is parol t rey Lady and Gentle 

Supper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children. To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the man, Student, Chemist Ph. ysician, Merchant, 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. Judicial Bench Corporation of "Londo Lawyer, Eaampacwutes, uchow A good memory. 


Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for Fp in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 


wis can every one obtain from PrRorrssoR 
ETTE? forgetting whl wall Ph elke 


starch, &c., and 1x BxALITY cuEAPEéR than such | ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRIsTERE. | Cal Art of Never Forgetting—who 


Mate Sgtentenesnsty with boiling water, a eee 
Cup, costing less than a a halfpenn 


ey. is the most 

Geonsmme 4 ANILLE delicate, Tigestib le, 

cheapest Manilla Chocolate, b. may be taken when 
richer chocolate is 

In fins at is. 64., 


T 
Ayo a ayy At ade ag pe 





SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


Law Wigs and pap ten for Rogietress, Town Clerks, 
lerks of the P 


tn. bs. Ga. he. te Chemists and | CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS 
Grocers. ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON 


monics. Any book whatever mastered in one 


RIGHARD 6 PROOTOR, De, ving opin a of ON, 


Om and others who bave studied the system. 
“N treat inducements Le for cure of nee _— in 
“* Never- ipo: fore or cure of “ -wander- 
the world,—Private Lessons—Day 
Classes—Lectures in F of the 





Professor LOwniiE, s, Naw OXFORD-STREBT 
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